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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it reframes AI as a conditional driver of national development rather than an automatic path to productivity and inclusion. It contributes a clear hierarchical framework that explains how sequencing and institutional coherence shape whether AI deployments scale beyond pilots into system-level transformation. By combining sectoral evidence from agriculture, healthcare, manufacturing, and governance with cross-cutting structural analysis, it strengthens comparative research on AI adoption in emerging economies. The “Four Cs” enablers model also offers a practical, generalisable lens that researchers can use to design, evaluate, and benchmark AI-for-development initiatives across contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is largely comprehensive and clearly communicates the central argument that AI functions as a conditional rather than automatic driver of development. It successfully outlines the analytical framework, the sectoral focus, and the core finding regarding foundational enablers and structural constraints.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptual framing, internal logical consistency, and alignment among objectives, methodology, and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally relevant and aligned with the paper’s policy-oriented focus, particularly in its use of recent government documents and the 2024–2025 World Bank reports.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The overall language is clear and academically structured, and the argument is logically presented in a manner suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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